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Record on Establishment of Israel of Soviet Delerations:
actions, attitudes and words of Andrei Gromyko and others

I. Soviet Acﬁions:

a@. When Israel wvas created the U.S.S.R. and other Communist - kv ‘
delegaticns to the UN were to be Ffourd: L

1. TForeing the decision to permit the Jewish Agency
for Palestine to be beard on'the Palestime questinn (May
5, 1947 General Asserbly ad d resalution submitied by
Byelorussien SSR and others,

2. Voting againet ap Eryptien proposal* that the S~
General Assembly begin its consideration with "The N
“  termination of the Mendate over Palestine and the
declaration of its independence". (by the Generel Committee

Aprtl 30, 1947) B

- 3. - Providing the margin of votes vhich defeated an Arsb- S
supported resolution which would have referred basic Palestine SR
questions "involving the rights and fate of the indigenous P
population of Palestine, and also an certain treaties and T
congnants e fecting thede people", to the International |
Court of Justice for an advisory opinion (& move obviocusly

ained at forestalling a partition resolutizm.)

4o  Coubating an Arab backed effort "to stem the flov
of Jewish refugees and displaced persons from Europe into

Palestine. o
5o 5. Voting ageinst the resolution on which the Arsbhs

- based thedr main bores, which preposed "formation of a unitary
ove nt Iin Pelestine and establishment theve in of.
reunitary sovereisn state.e.” (Note: Five Moscow line .
delegatese~the U.S.S.R., Czechoslovakia, Polend, Ulrninisn

SSR Byelorussian SSRe--voted agadnst this resolution; while
Yugoslavia brole with U.S.5.R. on this issue). .

6. Voting for pexrtition of Palestine (Asain, Yugoslavia,

broke with Orbit, being the only Commmist delegation to

~ abstain.)
... 7. Opposing recopsideration of‘tiré m ' Jitioxz plan, vhen
this was os&d in the Second Speclsl Session of the General

Assembly (April 16 - May 14, 1948). This involved opposing a

draft trusteeshi for Palestine submitted by the U.S.
and in effect, any proposal whi ve modlTfied the ; it

partition Tplan of November 29, 1947,

* A1l wnderiining in this paper is 'by the present writer.
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8. P:rOposing s rescluticr simed at foreing the Ared
armies out of all of Pelestine. %his was to be achieved
by recomending "that i.aediate removel from the territories
of the Jevish and Arab states in Palestine...of all foreign
trooos and foreign military personrel. Such "foreign troops"
vere deferred by the Soviets as the "re;ular troops of
Transjordan, Egypt, Syrie, Lebenon and elseuvhere”.

9. Opposing & Syrian proposal for & counission to
orepare in Palestine proposals”’ for the estyblishment of
a single state of the whole of Palestine on & centomyeniion
or federsl DABiSee.'

10." Providing the votes necessary to defent a Syrian

osal that the International Court of Justice be asked
to rule upom the power of the General Assenbly to vartition
Palest.ne, and the internzationzl status of Palestine upon
ternination of the handete om hay 15, 1yld.

B. The reviev of these ections makes it clesr that hhe
representatives of the Communist bloe:

lo Display & complete prejudice im Tavor of the Jewish
uinority in Palestine, and of the Jewish position on the
Palestine cuestiom, and paid only lip service in support of
the sspirations of the Arsb mmjority, as defined by the
legal representatives of this majority. Thus, the Communists
vere the omly delegations vhich insisted that no decisiom
on the Palestime question should be tagen "prior to hearing
the vievs" of Ziomist groups.

2a Sggmér‘e&, or supporied bx votes ¢very nessure

favored by the Zionisis snd their re reseptatives; vhile
opPOsing or sebotagsing every ueasure xpomscred.or favored
by thg Arsb apjority or Arab representetives in the Unite:
laciong..

3. Opposed and saboiamged "every couprosise molutiom
proposed for the Palestimneé (uestiom, after the Partition
Plan hed been hastily adopted on 29 Kovember 1947." 'The
Corunist delepmiions irere responsible for nullifying
Lo reverse the partition decisiom and to stters t

to extablish one state in Palestine begining with
extesblishment of a teuporary truateeshin,

4o Were "the first to. introduce in the Assembl
discussion > the Possibility of partitioning Palegtine,
end vere the first to declare that no soluticn other
than partition should be vorked out for Pelestine.

‘ . .2
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II. Soviet Words~-Ceneral:

A. At the crention of Isroel--

l. Um vhether Zionist groups shiould be heard conceniing
the disposition of Palestine: :

&, Winiewicz (Poland):* We cammot vote for tlm faelusion of the
Arabusponsored proposal for terunimation of the liandate
"before we have heard the opinion of the wost interested
pariy, the Jewish peaple, for vhich the nandate in
Palestine provided special rights.” ‘

b. Cramrko fovght for Zionist representetion at the
Genmersl Assembly, rather than oly at ¢omilttees or sub-
comuiitees, saying "Such half-hearted decision vould be
especially unjust frou the point of view of the Jewish
populstion in Palestime, vhich is vitnlly concerned m
this matter." _ : .

- e (Cromyko attacked an Argb-supported US-move to
refer to the First Committee thle question of whether
Zionist organizations could be heard wnder the Charter,
and to refer docu.entation presented by these organizations
to the First Comuittee as "a resclutiom..vhich no only
makes no provision forimvitimg the Jewish organizations
to the. General Asszubly's plesary meetings but .does _
not provide for inviting representativos of the Jewish
organizations. _ : :

de Groayko It 1s well lmowm, hovever, thut the

cuestion of Palestine is larrely a quustion ol arropcements
“yhich are to be made Tor ‘ﬂae JeUs.. ‘ -

e. Fiderkiewicz (Poland) "The Jews deserve the
hishast comsideratlion. Let us recweuber that there is
no dispute betwveen the Jevs and the Arabs. The problem
is to solve the Palestine problem for the Arabs and the
Jeus". He then asked for a favorable voge on the
Cognmnist-offered resolution to have the Zionists heard
by the General Assembly, labelling it & move "on behmif

- of the welfare of Palestine and its people".

f. Crmgyio's willininees to offend the Arabs"‘bx his
exireme solicitude for Ziomists' causes emd sensibilities
is well illustrated by the following: ) -

* Then totally subservient to the USSR im both foreirm and
domestic policy. .

L
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During the discussion of these tvo questions,
8) nuriber of delegations touched upon the genersl
nroblems of Palestine from various irportant angles.
Tnis vas especially so irn “he case of the delegutions
of the Arab Stetes. I am not repreaching sny
delegation at all, ard lemst of all those of +he
Argh States...

"I repeat, I am not sbout to repreach any
delega*ion; I merely state o faot. Up to the
present, howvever, we have not heard the voice
of those organizations vkich gpeak for a considere
able part of the Jewrish ropulstion of Palestine.
Note a single representative of eny Jewish organiza-
tion spesking on behalf of the Jewiazh populatvion
of Palestine has yet spoken before the Gezneral
Committee or the Genersl Assenbly. Can such =
sitvation, even in the present initiel stage, be
considered norwal in the discussion of the Palestine
Problem?

"Hhe Soviet delegation maintains that such o
sttustion cannot be considered normal. We cannot
over look--still less can we icnore~-the fact that
if the Palestine problenm has arvested the attention
of the United Nations, it prisarily concerns end,
furthermore, elarms the Ja=wish »inlation of

Palestine.

"For this reason, in the interest of an cbhjective
and therough consideration of the Palestine problem,
even in this first stage, it would be perfectly just
to Invite representatives of the Jewish sopulation
" Pelestine. It would be unjust to deprive the
Jewish organizations, or organization, of the rights
to express their vieus on this matter.”

"If the Geneval Assenbly does not agree to give
the Jewish organizations sn opportunity to spealk at
the Assembly-~I umean the plenary meetings of the
Agsenbly~~the whole Jewish population, and nany
others, may interpret and understand this to mean that
the United Nations does mot wish to give due
corsideration to a considerable part of the Palestine
population. It would not be im the interests of the
General Assembly of the United Nations us a whole if
such an impression, or even such a conviction, were
to be created among the Jewish populntion, and awong
others besides the Jewlsh population. -

. .

. b
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¢. ZThe Commmist representatives were concerned with
"Jewish rights” (Wineivicz). They apparently considered
one of these "richts" tremendous and accelerated entrance
to Zionints into Palestine. Thus, Wineiewrizz thought .
_that “the problem ought to be solved Primerily by Jewish
irmigration into Palestine. The immediste admission of
250,000 refugees who vere awaiting their turh..."

2. In an effort to ridicule the original proposal of the
Arabs that the Mandate be terminated Mr. Gromyko (who showed
conterpt for Arab views and sensibilities throughout the debates)
_said: . _ ' :

&. Since "the representative of the Arab States have
said that they do not insist on a vote on their proposal.
‘at this meeting"..., we have no reason at present to vote
on the proposel for it is as if this proposal did not, as
it were, exist at the present neeting...I consider that R
.the proposal cannot be put to a vote at the present mowment, et
and that it does not, as it were, exist at this stage";
and, agein: ' :

b. "The statements made here by the representatives
of Lebanon and Syria have not introduced eny new factor
vhich could in any way change the situation;. there is
nothing new in their statements which would affect the
position.* They mentioned the establishment of a
federal stdte. Ve referred to this as one of the
prasibllities at the outset of the debate on this
question. The Avab representatives did not irish to discuss
the matter. That is their business. They are free '
to behave as they deem necessary in the discussion of
the question."

3+ At the same time, Gromylio told the Arabs in effect,
they did not knmov hat vas for their own rood but that
the Dommunists did know, in .act wexre uite clear on vhat

vas in the best interest of the Arabs. .

"The_opponents of the partition of Palestine into two
separate, independent, democratic States usually point to the
fact that this decision would, as they allege, be directed

¥1.e. » that partition wag, in the Commnists' view the only equitable
"solution” to all Palestine questions, and the establishment of cne
(Arab-con’c;olled) state in Palestine was out of the question.

-5
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against the Arabs, against the Arad population in Palestine
and acainst the Arab States in general. This voint of view
is, for reasons that will be readily understood, particularg._x
enwhasized by the delegations of the Arab countries. But the
USSR delegation cannot concur in this view. Neither the
proposal to partition Pulestine into two separate, independent
States, nor the decision of the Ad Hoc Comnittee that was
created at the session and vhich approved the praoposal which
is nowr under discussion, is directed against the Arabs. Thisg
decision is not directed against either of the ttro national
groups that inhabit Palestine. On the contrary, the USSR
delegation holds that this decicion corresponds to the
fundsmental national interests of both peoples, that is

to say, to the interest of the Arabs as well as of the Jews.

: "The representatives of the Arab States claim that the
partition of Palestine would be & historic injustice. But
this view of the case is unacceptabley. 1T only because after -
~all, the Jewish people has been closel Jiared, wiir &1@3@;3,
for a considerable period of history.' S
"In connection with the Proposal to partition Palestine,
the representatives of soue Arab States referred to the USSR
and atterpted to cast aspersions on the foreicn policy of its
. Governient. In particular. [Camiile Chanoun/ the representative
of Lebanon twice exercised his ingenuity of the sub.ect. I
have already pointed out that ihe proposal to divide Palestine
into two separate independent - 8tates, and the Porition vhich
the USSR has taken in this matter, are not directed ecainst
the Arabs, snd that, in our profound conviction, such a solution ,
of this cuestion 1s in keeping with the basic national

interests not only of the Jews but of the Arabs,.”

k. Other Communist delegates also chimed in on this note:

&. Panyushlkin, USSR: the partition decision "of
29 November constituted a Just and correct decision end
et the deep-rooted national interest of the Ared snd
Jewrish peoples of Palestine". - ‘

b. Houdek, Czechoslovalia: Paiition @as "not
necessartly anti-Arsb in character, nor was it irreconcilabze
with the national and political aspirations of neighboring
Areb Countries," '

5. The Cormumist representatives at this stage of the
discussions, showed not o & keen desire to advmnce the
Zionist position, but 8lso & rreat urge Lo pet on with
artition as speedily as vossible. Thus » 1n countering
a US proposal which would have had the effect of liniting
Zionist representation, a Comrmmist delegate (Dr. A. Fideraiewice
Poland) opposed a move which "would serve only to prolong’
the situation for the bresent, and no one knows for hov long.”

G .
Approved For Release 1999/08/24 : CIA-RDP78-02771R000400380002-2

.



Approved For Release 1999/08/24 : CIA-RDP78-02771R000400380002-2

- 6. .The Yugoslav delegation was apparently under
considerable pressure to vote with ema Roznind, - "Mk P,
Ales Bebler, then Yugoslav Deputy Foreign Minister and’

- permanent delegate, UN pointed out that Soviets actions
" were',tvund to alienate the Arsb and all Moslem countries,
he vas toldq by Dmitri Z. Hanuilslky, Chief Ukranien delegate,

"o Soviet divisions are a crester revolutiom force
than the whole of the Moslen vould . o .

T. The clear hope of the Oribt governments that some of
the Zionist migrants vho went from Commmist countries to
Palestine might be of use to them n advanci Cormunism
in the rerion is reflected In the statement of the Polish
delecate Mr. Winiewicz that: "this problem is & major
concern of the Polsih delegation. That can easily be
explained by the fact that neorly fifty percent of,
the Jewish population of Palestine speaks the Polish
languace and has always shown Leen interest in the fate
of the Polish people. We cannot forget them in their
distress", - . . ' .

B. At the later, Special Assembly Session where efforts vers
made to reverse the partition decision:

1. Gromyko {opposed.consideration of & US draft -
trusteeship plan for Palestine, vhich if adopied would have’
set aside the partition decision and establish one Juristiction

- 1n Palestiine, pending a fimal settlement, perhaps also of
one state. He saw no reason for “he convoking of ‘be
Speclal Session. He "shared the anxiety felt by 'soma -
representatives by reason of the fact that the riition
had not been carried out, that the Palestinian question
was being brought before the Genersl Assembly for the

-~ third time and that one Government (the US) tas Sutting

.. forth proposals which had the effect of nulli 1 the
General Asserbly's decision, and furthar, promoted neither

+ the Interests of the peonle of Palestine nor che maintensnce

of international peace.” o S

* Moreover, "The USSR delepation considered that the
decision on the partition of Palestine was & Jjust decisidn
and that the United Nations should take effective neasures
to enusre its implementation.t B v

2. In opposing the Syrian (Faris El-Buuri)oroposal
for a Commission to prepare proposals on the scene for a
single state of the whole of Palestine, the Commmists
slmply disregerded Arab assurances on minority rights

T
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‘and the Holy Places., Im opposing the Froposel they simply. .
stated riatly that: "the propesal for = umitsry stete: hed bocn
debated at length by the Assembly omce and this body "had
- rejected it as impractieable”. In addition, no less than
Mr. ¥yshinsky expressed the Soviet'’s fear that a commission for
reparin: neu proposals om Palestine mig t consist of states
vhich vere "prejudiced azainst” the partition resolution. -

3. In fighting efforts to reverse the tition decisiom
the Coumumist representatives made it asundantly clear that
they had no particular interest in any Arab stote in Palestime,
but wvere ardent advocates of a Jewish state in Palestine, Thus:

e 8. Taéragkin'asserted that: "The Jeuish people
vere therfore striving to create a state of their
ovnh and i% vould be uvnjust to deny them that richt."

b.  Gromyko waxed » - psodic om the histroie
importence of meeting the Zionist demands: "The
solution of the Palestine problem “aced om a parti-

. tion of Palestine into two separaté states will be
of profound historical sigmificance, becayse this
decision will meet the legitimate demands of the
Jewish people”. IR '

~ ©. The primcipal reason why later proposals for
territorial adjustments, made Ly the UF Mediatof¥,
were opposed vizorously by the Soviet Bloc vas that
they would weaken the Jevish state, verhaps in_the
_Soviet view, faotally, Thus Mr. Tsarapkin: "The
Mediator, hovever,.proposed 8 reghufflin: of territory
vhich would jeopardize the very life of the Jewish
State Ly zsiving the Nezeb (vhich was two-thirds of
the Jevish State) to Transjordan, althongh 2. offered
the Jewish State Western Galillee as compensation”,

L. The Soviet and other Communist delegates not only
supported vigorously in deed and word the partition vhich
Mr. El Khairi described as having “initrated the disasters
in Palestine, they raised it to the level of high prineiple,
invokipg,;“de%oc:atic principles",'"justice",‘and-"selr-

- deteriination” 5.4 all of the "high principles and aims of
the United Nations”; and international lav, Thus:

a, Seumen Tsarapkin, USSR: partition vas "based
on the principles of the equality of peoples and the
- Tight of self-determination, princ ples upon which
" the USSR had based its domestic poliey end on which
4t vas duty bound £o base its international policy”,
©  Omn the other hand, the Arabedesired plan for one

state in Palestine was unacceptable, for the plan

&

'Approved For Release 1999/08/24 : CIA-RDP78-02771R000400380002-2

R



Approved For Release 1999/08/24 : CIA-RDP78-02771R000400380002-2

b BN

b. Another Communist representative (Lange ,Poland)‘*

ou.t, and anone anzlous to 4o Latice to ‘r.he nationa.l
asgira’cions of bot'h Jevs and Arabs nmust sup)gort this

g{oposal.

c. Gromyko asserted further: "The delegation of
the USSR meimtalns that the decisiom to partition Palestine
: . is in keeping with the hizh prineiples and aims of the
© Udited Nations, It iz in keeping with the high principles
of the national self-determination of peoples”.

. d. Gromyko: "Jewish demands for statehood were
MI& on international law and could omly be confirmed
by the Asoembly“.

_ Gromyko even croved about the emergence of
‘ Isi'ael" VA Jdewish state", he stated emphatically, “was
- iIn existence, in spite of attempts Ly certain countries
‘ to impede ’che implementation of pertition,

L 50 - 'I'he Soviet view of the Arabs right to sel.f-defense
agains‘!i Israel vas equally 1lluminating:

o ~ The Arabs vere, in effect, ordered by Gromyko to
aesant oortition &nd anythine :1s2 vhich Retwll theni”

"@romyko} "With resard to the irab objectiomrs, no
one exprected that the Arabs would help emforcé partition. . _
They verd free to refuse their support, but mnder the .
Charter they vere obliped to refrain from the use of
force to prevent implementation. Any infringement of this
obli:ation should be branded as agxression’. .

6. One main purpose of the. Soviets efforts at the u&.‘
was to pet Arecb armies to withdrau from those areas in Pa.lestine
vhere th ey had advanced after bostilities began,

" a, These "foreign troo,s" of "’I.‘):ts.ns,iox'ds.ilJ Brypt,
Svria and elsevhere’, vhich had noved into Palestine”
*yere said to have "invaded the country" (Tsarapkinm, USSR).
"Their presente", Mr., Tsarapkin continued, was "i1lezal

and unjestifiady -irtained o tense situation?, and

"was a hindrance to peaceful adjustment of the situation."

In fact, dn m:._!"‘“:..!*m.u obstacle in the vay of any v -
peaceful settlement" "everyone knev... the presence . - ' R
of those troops had caused the ver . the present disorders ' Lo
and the sufferings of the population,.. . Moreover, . v U

- q
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it was significant that the departure of the United Eimgdon
troops had been imnediately folloved by the invasiom of
Palegtine by ‘rab forces. The synehropization of those two
efents shoved that the mili‘ca.ry intervention by the Arab
States was part of the Umite] Kimgdom plan %0 prevent the
Agsembly fron carryimz out partition., That it had been
suecessful only in preventiaz the crection of an Arab
state in Palestime was due solely %o the quick action of
the .I’ewish people in defending the area assigmed %o then",

b. Gologam,- Ukrainian SSR: The Ukrainian delezation
shat the nost effeative deeision for the Ceneral Assembly
to taks would be to require that foreim troops and parsobnel
be withdravem as sool as possible., OSush a decision wowid -
make possible the further implexzeatation of the 29 Hovember
resolution and wausld raisc 'che United Wations prestige ‘tm'ough-
out the world." ,

-

‘ITE, U Bolieles amd Aetions ag Deseribed by the Sovist Delsgates

" The Commumist re epresentatives cttagled S proposals comstanily
as opoosing partitios and s J’awish State, and, in effm, favorimge the

eause of the \rabs.

f, Pre-ferhiliom

. ‘Gromyko's and other Soviet attacks on US poligy as pro-ireb
began early, vith a depunciation of the US proposel vhich would heve
linited the recelpt of Ziomist views %o routing of their writtem vievs
to somaittees of the QGenmeral Assembly: 'We heaxrd the statements of
the representative of the Umited States of America, Semator Austip.
He submitted a resolution to us vhich mot only makes no provisica P
invi%ting the Jewish orgaaizations to tlie General isaembly's plemary
negtings bet does mot provide for imviting representatives of the
Jevish orgenizatimms at all, The resclution marely states that
statements and docuvents received from Jewish and other or:amizatioms
wshould be tramsmitted to the appropriate Committes of the Caneral
Assenbly. The transmission of documsmts to the appropriate Committee
is pragtically a teehnical operatiom, Therefore, the solution offered
by the resclution does not get us cuch further; it does not ecasu utz the

slightest prozress in any vay.

: , "So far as the particula.r organizations whieh havc applied to

the General Assambly are eoncermped, the ecurse of the discussion on this
question has showm .that the Jewish Agcncy would seen 1o be e represemtative
orgamization which ca® speak im the name of the Jevish popalation of
Palastine. . '

"kf this is so, of ecomrse a positive decision ¢an and should
be madé® on the atatament of this .\zewey. 1If thare are apy other Jewrish
organizations vhose eommmieations merit atteatiom, the Soviet _
delegation is ready to take part in ths cogsideration of connmmicntious
from such other orgenizatioms.”

B, Post-Partition
1. Soviet aections im o Sf the EBS sed movas & ifi
rafpipioNeshi aeRalaase +209/Q &; 41800040 Mz-
o'rserved nax;lier in this paper. See 1n i narticular the Grouavko atstamewts.
' ) ¥ )
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para., 1, pp. 11-12, and para. 4 @, p. 13.

.o 2. The attack on US policy comtinwed during the Soviets!
presentation of their proposal for the forced withdrawval of the
Arab armies from Palestine: Qarazan, Ukaimian SSR: 'The :
reazoning of the United Kingdom delegation, vhich held that it
sould ba difficult to define what troops should be regarded
aes forelzn wvas growndless, as foreizn troops in Palestine were
those who resisted the implementation of the resolution of 29
Noveuber 1947; such » for instance, were the British sfficers of .
the Brab Legion. . - : -

"The argument advanced by the delegations of the United
Kingdou and of the United States to the sffect that his question
ves a vatfer for the Security Commcil wes not valid either, es
those delegations had mever asked the Security Counmeil for the
withdrawal of troops. Noreaver, they had opposad the proposals
that has been submitted to that effect, ' Thus the United Kingdom
and the United States had shown that they d1d not desire the
re-establishment of psase in Palestine,”

3 " The US » somatines together with the UK, vas charged with
ssbotaging and attempting to umdo partition amd the Zionist state
in a vide varietly of ways: Thus Mr, Cromyko: ' .

a. "The USSR delegation, wnlike scue other delsgatiom
(1.e. the US and the UK), has from the -outset takem a elear-
eut definite snd useguivoesl stand in this matter. (is, in Tavor
of partitiom). : '

b, "The delegation of the USSR considers that i1t would
b2 wrong now to set the General Assembly back gix months amd
to bacin all over agaim. I say nothing of the fazct that to
adopt such a proposal would meem wreeking the settlement of--
the Falestime problen,"” - ‘

' "Simes the close of the previcus session of the
Lssenbly, public opimiom, even in the United States, had
_ found that the position taken b£ that soumtry on the Palastine
question had really bees direeted against the Gemeral Asgembly

resolution. Official denials by the United States decieved bo

one; it was clear that the United States was preparimg to desl a

"mortal blow to the tition decisios sad to sent a new plaa for
Palestine. “Ihe trusteelhip plan proposed by the United States

- was likely %o lsad to an inteasification of the struggle is
Palesting; it wonld ereate a threat to peace and would imcrense
anxiety im the Near Bast. : )

, . ©. Discussions among the permanent members of the :
7 Secmrity Couneil bad revealed that the United States not oaly
. @idsot wvish to eomsider how the Gemeral Asaemblz decision might
_.be implemented but vished to reviie that decisiom.

“» ) .- \ s V
b, Plas other Cormumist spokesman:
o el mm,uu-a.mm SSR:

Approyesl &owinienscsH9i08ddk1GlA
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- partition and to begin a search for an altarmative solution.

' b, Katz-Sushy Polanmd: For the sake of the futwre
diznity of the United Natioms, they shouwld agt mov im the
spirit of the Charter and in accordamce with the will of the
peoples of Pelestine., The Asssmbly had put the Javws and
Arabe of Palestine on tha rcad to matiomal independence
-and could mot nov force them away from it. '

. @c Kieselev, Bglorussiaa SSR: Whea the Uaited Kimgdom S
realized that it ®o not nallify the decision of 29 Noveuber, o e
-~ 1% had ettempted to destroy tha Jewish State by using armies o
of the irab Staetes. When that too failed » the United Kimgdom '
had recourse to a Mediator, in a further attempt to get rid v
of the Jowish State, the existenee of vhieh it regarded as a threat,

"The shief responsibility for the hostilities in
Palestine lay with the United Kingdom amd vith tha Unitad
States. Long befora the end of the Mandate, the mandatory
Pover had awthorized the enptry into Palestine of aw Arsb
lagioa vhieh vas reimforeed by Mazi officers formarly interned :
. ip ceamps In Bgypt. After the terminmation of the Mardate, more- S
- ovar, British offieials had. ‘volumtarialy’ offered their services . L
to that same Kimg Abdullsh who was to ba the ehief bemefigiary
of the Mediator's plan, which had in fact bsen rejectad by the
Arsbg as well as by the Jewas." : . R

- 4. Tsarapkis, USSR: The aims of the Usited States end
the United Kimgdom were to prevest the implamentation of the
‘29 Woeember resolutiom, She Mediator, hovewver, proposed a
reshuffling of territory whieh would Jeopardize the very life
of the Jswish State by giving the Meged {which was tvo-thirds
of the Jewish State) to Tramsjordan, althoush he offered the
Jewiah State Western Galilee as compensation,” ‘

€. Lomge, Poland: 2In the® opimion of the P>lish delegation,

the Governmaats t8d ilingdom and the United Statas or

Amarica werw primarily responsible for the arned eomflict which

had broken out in Palestine. The Unitad Kisgdon Covernzent

had dore everything im its pover to hinder the impleamsmtsatiom -

of the resoletiom of 29 November 1947 by tolerating the presemce

of armed Arab bamds and bF takimg mo meesures to cheek the '

preparstion for imvasion of Palestims by the Arab Ststes.

Tromsjordas,unich vas financiallyane militarily depemdemt wpon ‘

thn_linited‘x_hgdm, had boen im the vanguard in the wvar, As for

the other irab States, the United Kingdom had refraiped frem

exercising har influence upon them 1m the eauss of peage. The ' SR

negative attitude of the Uaited Kimgdom Governmest tovards the o
- Qo.aaral Assembly resolution had thas glvea the fulers of the oo

Arab States the impression that it woxld favor an'attempt to

opposé the Gemeral Asseably's resolation by armad forges.™

‘£ Kiselev Byelorussiam SSR): "Ag rogard:‘ths United
States, since the decision of the part ;
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- _and_on the eontrary, attempted to the itiop Plap, -
' 7 . . "Indeed the United States had taken the Initiative in calling a
. second special session and had proposed placing Palestine

T under ' a Trusteeship System, while deeclaring harself the champion
' of both Jewish end Arab interests. When the jroposal for

7. United States end the United Kingdom had mroposed the appointment
.. /of & Mediator, 2% was then that, on various pretexts, the

-+ British snd American poured into Palestine, ihile the United

"~ States tried %0 coma to an semant with the United Kingdiom

| i thesneve s the Yot

oo "But aven tha United States and the United Kingdom had had
. to take into account the bxistence of a Jevish State whieh had -
~ proved its right to exist, and which had been recognized, de
77 Jure or de facto, bp 18 states. Like othér States before i,
- Israel was borne of as arued struggle for 1iberty and independence.”

Soen o gy Zebrowski, Polands "soee Just ovar a year ago the
- (eneral Assembly at its 125th Plenary mseting, had adopted by
;& very large majority a resolution conecerninz Pelestine which
- provided for the establishment of two ladapendent States, an
. international regime for Jerusalenm and -the economie wsion
" binding the two States together. That regolation, if fully -
.- iuplemented and respected by all the Members of the United.
.- Nations would have brought in the fanily of sations two new
. .States and would have advameed the eausa of peate and procress

"'!heimplemtation >f that 'rosol&ti&,‘ﬁdﬁievér, vas
. obstructed by the manceuvers and meehinations of certain Powars,
.+ fed by the United Kingdon and the United States of Americs.”

"Puice in the eourss of the past year, the United Kingdom
had tried to use the Gemsral Asserbly as an imstrunent for
avious decisions, spite of ir abjest failare _ S

. a8t the second speeial session dwring the previous spring, when Lo

“ 4 the United Kincdom and the United St4tes hagd tried to replace
Core independence by Zrusteeship, the same two Povers were egain
w0 Grying at the cwrrent session to wado what bad already been
~ 7 114 When they found the US proposal met Pavo® with the Arabs, the L
" Soviet delegates attempted tds: (2) Raise legaligtie objestions,-~ . S
-, sayimg (A.I. Galagan, Ukrainian SSR) "Om the vhole, no urigan eould o
- examink a mew deeision in the Palesting question as lom; as the . _
. Qeneral A.seubly’s decision has not bees amnulled by a two-thirds : s
- majority emd (b) Obscure the fact that the US proposal.vas a'boost to = 0 ..
. Arab aspiretions by labelling it "bondage". (Leonid Kamins » Byelorussian : ' ‘
SSR) :"The ain of the trusteeskip vas to keep Palesting in a stats
~searcely distinmguishable from bondaze and to place it under the
.. . control of American momopolies. Trusteeship was eomtrery to the
~ right of the peoples to self-determination; 1t would intensify the °
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 struggle in Pg;gst;lne and increase an¥iety in the Near East."

B e crgg‘ nyko evem found it iricredible that the Avab leaders
. appeared to favor the US proposal over Soviet-backed partition: "The

‘Arab States and the Arad Hich': Committee bad adopted a curious .

attitude in that, although they disliked trusteeship, they vers -
’ prepared to. explore the Uni States proposals. ‘

-

. 13, The Communist represemtative vere alss auazed at the lenghts.

to which th;hus was_apparently prepered to o in an effort o BULlify
Etitﬂiou., 'has ﬁ"raﬁ.(ﬂnmm S3R: Moreover, the proposal

_for a trusteeship system did not remove.the nseesslty of applying
armsd force. Neither the Arabs nor the Jews wishad to be deprived

of their sowsreignty amd at least ome of the parties (the Jaws) bhad
stated in the Seaurity Council that it weg opposed to the trusteeship

systen, - Yet 1t appeared that ths Unitad States vas prepored to provide
srued contingents to lmplemswt the frusteeship, but not $o ecarry out

partition™.
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